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3.4 Entropy

2828 Y diojH9 FIXNL Hste
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<E 4> 4Ydd FAHS 149

<3 5> KTSET 1899 3 &E Y d3 %7}

SAA % o} #A1A% | Borko | Rand | CSIM | entrop
Block blo blo 460.266 | 0558 | 0.247 2.596
7+E 3] Cosine cos cos 820740 { 089 | 0483 1.556
e Euclidean euc euc 404.307 0.437 0.212 2.770
Pearson_correlation pea pea 891.189 | 0911 | 0.523 1464
Dice dic dic 691458 | 0.863 | 0339 1.880
Jaccard jac jac 691.458 0.863 0.339 1.880
Kulczynski 2 kul2 kul2 853379 ( 0876 { 0.39 1.716
Ochiai och och 680.859 | 0872 | 0357 1.851
o] Phi 4-point correlation phi phi 699.651 | 0879 | 0.339 1.802
- Russel and Rao R&R R&R 598478 | 0.883 0.319 1.785
A Sokal and Sneath 2 S&S2 S&S2 691458 | 0.863 { 0.339 1.880
Sokal and Sneath 4 S&S4 S&54 743215 | 0872{ 0.397 1.765
Sokal and Sneath 5 S&S5 S&S5 792234 | 0.881 0.393 1.646
Yule's Q yulgq yulq 802.115| 08761 0345 1.737
Yule's Y yuly yuly 802.115| 0876 | 0346 1.737
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Borko

pea > kul2 > cos > {yulq, yuly) > S&S55 > 5&54 > phi > [dic, jac, 5&S52} > och > R&R > blo > euc

Rand

pea > cos > R&R > S&55 > phi > kul2 = {yulg, yuly} > och = S&54 > {dic, jac, S&S2} > blo > euc

CSIM

pea > cos > S&54 > kul2 > S&S5 > och > [yulg, yuly} > {dic, jac, S&S2} = phi > R&R > blo > euc

entropyfpea > cos > S&S5 > kul2 > {yulq, yuly} > S&54 > R&R > phi > och > {dic, jac, S&S2} > blo > euc




<X 7> KFCM-CL 207739} E32€g d= 37}

FAHAl Borko Rand | CSIM | entropy
blo 401.077 0409 | 0.202 2.668
cos 1182.568 0924 | 0.634 0.921
euc 259.223 0380 | 0.185 2.831
pea 1256.778 0.939 | 0.697 0791
dic 1149.320 0877 | 0485 1.055
jac 1149.320 0.877 0.485 1.055
kul2 977.929 0.850 0.434 1.325
och 1009.224 0878 | 0461 1.180
phi 1278.462 0.932 | 0.655 0.789
R&R 1032.763 089 | 0509 1.159
S&S2 1149.320 0877 | 0485 1.055
S5&54 1156.485 0916 { 0.582 0.909
S5&S5 1105.290 0.855 | 0442 1.193
yulg 1139.087 0.909 | 0.536 0.976
yuly 1139.087 0909 | 0536 0.976
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A¥ 1

o 7haby Borko Rand CSIM  entropy
Borko 1.000

Rand 0.849 1.000

CSIM 0.873 0.733 1.000

entropy’ 0.927 0.964 0.862 1.000
g 2

g7 Borko Rand CSIM  entropy
Borko 1.000

Rand 0.980 1.000

CSIM 0.925 0.906 1.000

entropy 0.994 0.993 0.932 1.000

* entropy T2 WY @7 @ol HE4E 4¥ol F
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pl 71&olA Borko, Rand, entropy: p23
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Borko

phi > pea > cos > S5&54 > (dic, jac, S&S2} > {yulq, yuly] > S&S5 > R&R > och > kul2 > blo > euc

Rand

pea > phi > cos > S&54 > {yulq, yuly} > R&R > och > {dic, jac, 5&52} > S&S5 > kul2 > blo > euc

CSIM

pea > phi > cos > S&54 > {yulq, yuly} > R&R > {dic, jac, S&52} > och > S&55 > kul2 > blo > euc

entropy|phi > pea > S&54 > cos > {yulq, yuly} > (dic, jac, S&S2} > R&R > och > S&S55 > kul2 > blo > euc
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<E 11> H7hiye A8 4%

pl 7l&¢ Borko Rand CSIM entropy
p2 6.000 0.733 0.600 0.667
p3 4.000 0.667 0.444 0.918
p4 6.000 0.733 0.333 0.667
p2 71 Borko Rand CSIM entropy
pl 6.000 0.733 0.600 0.000
p3 3.000 0.667 0.615 0.459
p4 1.500 0.467 0.200 0.667
p3 71&  Borko Rand CSIM | entropy
pl 4.000 0.667 0.444 0.333
p2 3.000 0.667 0.615 0.541
p4 4.000 0.667 0.444 0.333
pd 71  Borko Rand CSIM entropy
pl 6.000 0.733 0.333 0.667
p2 1.500 0.667 0.200 1.333
p3 4.000 0.667 0.444 0.918
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